IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F049024 People v. McKinney
The matter is remanded to the trial court to conduct a hearing to
determine the age of the victim and age of defendant etc.

In addition, the trial court is directed to correct the minute order
from the original sentencing hearing and the probation officer’s report
to reflect that defendant pleaded guilty to two misdemeanor violations
of section 647, rather than section 647.6, subdivision (d).

In all other respects the judgment is affirmed. Vartabedian, Acting
P.J.

We concur: Wiseman, J.; Gomes, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F050996 People v. Cruz
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 17(a)(1) of the California Rules of Court, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

F051066 People v. Sangha
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 17(a)(1) of the California Rules of Court, IT IS HEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

F050383 People v. Gray
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-
entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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F050383 People v. Gray
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F051161 In re Zachary A., a Minor
No brief or request for extension of time having been filed, IT IS
HEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is
dismissed.

F051203 Sage B. v. The Superior Court of Fresno County; Fresno County Dept. of
Children and Family Services
The petition for extraordinary writ is denied. This opinion is final
forthwith as to this court.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F051332 Kimberly H. v. The Superior Court of Madera County; Madera County
Dept. of Social Services/Child Welfare Services
Pursuant to the terms of this court’s order of November 21, 2006,
and the failure of any party to request oral argument, the oral argument
date of December 14, 2006, is vacated.

This matter is deemed submitted on the date of this order.

F051422 Heather R. v. The Superior Court of Stanislaus County; Stanislaus County
Community Services Agency
Pursuant to the terms of this court’s order of November 21, 2006,
and the failure of any party to request oral argument, the oral argument
date of December 14, 2006, is vacated.

This matter is deemed submitted on the date of this order.

F049488 People v. Johnson
Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

People v. Pineda

Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

People v. Salinas

Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

Gomez v. Workers' Compensation Appeals Board, Del Monte Foods et al.
The Petition for Writ of Review, filed September 14, 2006, is
denied. This opinion is final forthwith as to this court.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
People v. Cumberworth et al.
Oral argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in

accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the case
is submitted for decision.

People v. Joseph
The above-entitled case is submitted for decision.

People v. Joseph
The judgment is affirmed.
By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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